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from local papers in south Florida to
record the incident?

There is a real question as well in
terms of the process of determining po-
litical asylum of those 123 people while
they were on the vessel. The adminis-
tration has given myself as well as
other Members of Congress who have
inquired totally conflicting reports in
terms of the status hearings of those
people.

This administration and, in fact, this
Congress is faced with a choice. We
cannot have it both ways. We all pro-
fess that our desire is to bring down
the Castro dictatorship, which we must
bring down, a relic of decades past, an
evil empire 90 miles from our shore.
And yet in order to do that, we have
the resources at our disposal to do it.
Yet we have chosen not to.
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HAVE WE LEARNED NOTHING
FROM OKLAHOMA CITY?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentleman from West
Virginia [Mr. RAHALL] is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
outrage to take exception to words at-
tributed to a constituent of a Member
of this House, as reported in the April
26, 1995 edition of The South Whidbey
Record published in 2nd District of the
State of Washington, that a revered,
senior Member of the U.S. Senate
should be killed, and that the person
killing him should be given a medal
during a Town hall meeting which I as-
sume was called at taxpayers’ expense.

I take even greater exception to the
fact that a Member of this body did not
disavow or dissociate himself from, his
constituent for calling for the murder
of a sitting Member of the U.S. Senate,
Senator ROBERT C. BYRD of West Vir-
ginia.

I take great exception to a Member
of this House, who not only did not
censure or otherwise refute his con-
stituent’s call for murder, but alleg-
edly went on to state, and I quote:

‘‘He should be tarred and feathered
and run out of the country.’’

Peter Coogan, staff reporter for the
aforementioned newspaper in south
Whidbey Island, WA, who opens his ar-
ticle with the words: ‘‘To Kill a U.S.
Senator or merely to tar and feather
him,’’ reports that a Member of this
body, whom he claims was elected
based on a campaign that attacked the
Federal Government, allegedly made
the statement at a town meeting in re-
sponse to his constituent’s call for the
‘‘killing’’ of Senator ROBERT BYRD.

Mr. Speaker, these are dangerous
times for unguarded, irresponsible
speech, and we have every reason and
every right to expect a Member of this
body to strongly disavow such speech
and to advise any constituent that
murder is not an option in this coun-
try.

Am I in a total state of stunned dis-
belief that a Member of the House of
Representatives let this kind of state-
ment about killing a U.S. Senator go
unchallenged when such rhetoric may
have led to the killing of more than 160
innocent people in Oklahoma City’s
Federal building? Yes, I am.

Have we learned nothing from that
evil act that shook a nation to its
core?

Should I be surprised at such rhetoric
being used in just days after Oklahoma
City, when the GOP’s national commit-
tee planned to have as its honored
guest a convicted felon-turned-radio-
talk-show-host at a gala party fund-
raiser only days before the last body
was brought out of that bombed out
Federal building? A talk-show host
who advised his listeners to shoot for
the head of Federal agents, as the best
way of killing them, and who bragged
about using profiles of our President
for target practice? Why be surprised?

Mr. Speaker, I request that the news-
paper article to which I have reference
be printed in the RECORD immediately
following my remarks.

Mr. Speaker, the newspaper article to
which I referred is as follows:

[From the South Whidbey Record, Apr. 26,
1995]

METCALF SAYS BYRD SHOULD BE TARRED,
FEATHERED

(By Peter Coogan)

To kill a U.S. Senator, or merely to tar
and feather him.

The question sparked some light-hearted
banter between U.S. Rep. Jack Metcalf and
one of his constituents at a Congressional
Town Hall Meeting in Oak Harbor Saturday.

It came up when Metcalf tried to explain
why, as a rule, he votes against large, heav-
ily amended ‘‘omnibus’’ spending bills, even
if they contain some good ideas.

As an example of past abuse, he said a sen-
ator had hidden the cost of a Coast Guard fa-
cility for an East Coast state in the emer-
gency relief spending for victims of the Cali-
fornia earthquake. He asked the crowd to
guess which eastern state.

‘‘West Virginia,’’ said Angelo Kolvas of
Oak Harbor.

Yes, Metcalf said. The culprit was former
Senate Appropriations Committee Chairman
Robert Byrd, D-West Virginia, who ‘‘steals
money all over America.’’

Metcalf started to suggest some punish-
ment for Byrd, saying ‘‘he should be——’’

Kolvas interrupted with ‘‘somebody should
kill him and give them a medal.’’

Metcalf said: ‘‘He should be actually tar
and feathered and run out of the country. I
mean, I’m serious. He steals money because
he’s chairman of the Senate Appropriations
Committee, or one of the committees, and
he’s always the one on the conference com-
mittee, in the middle of the night. He’s stuff-
ing pork in there for West Virginia, bru-
tally.’’

Kolvas suggested that other congress-
people are guilty of the same thing.

‘‘This gentleman is right,’’ Metcalf said.
‘‘It is the fault of Congress, but Senator Byrd
still should be tarred and feathered.’’

Telephoned later, Kolvas said, ‘‘I am not a
vindictive person but if that guy would die
today, that wouldn’t bother me a damn bit.’’

He added, ‘‘I really don’t think anybody
should kill Byrd. That was a little strong.’’

RETURNING FISCAL SANITY TO
OUR BUDGET PROCESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. EHRLICH] is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. EHRLICH. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to
engage my colleague from California in
the 5th installment of our series of col-
loquys. The gentleman from California
[Mr. RADANOVICH] and I have in the
past now 120 days, I believe approxi-
mately, talked about the Contract
With America, and the themes behind
the Contract With America, and the
regulatory reform, and legal reform,
welfare reform, and a lot of the initia-
tives that we campaigned on that
formed the Contract With America,
and, Mr. Speaker, I have been thinking
about that a lot these last days as now
this great House turns its attention to
Medicare, and the Federal budget, and
doing what a lot of us were sent here to
do, which is to return a sense of fiscal
sanity to this country and to the budg-
et process of this House. And, Mr.
Speaker, as I thought about all this,
and I thought about a lot of the rhet-
oric being heard around this town
these days, I again thought about the
common themes that seem to occur or
recur every time we discuss an impor-
tant issue in this House, and the
premise, whenever comes to an eco-
nomic issue, Mr. Speaker, seems to be
all tax cuts cost the United States
Treasury in direct proportion to the
tax cuts. Tax cuts are mutually exclu-
sive of the budget cuts. There is no
multiplier effect when tax cuts put
more money into the pockets of indi-
viduals and business.

Premise number two seems to be that
we ignore the accepted economic reali-
ties and real life experiences of tax in-
creases on the one hand and tax de-
creases on the other, and, Mr. Speaker,
I thought of all this in the context of
Medicare and what this majority is
now planning to do with respect to
Medicare, because there is certainly a
lot of talk these days, a lot of heat, and
smoke and mirrors on this floor and
around this town, and Mr. Speaker, in
order to create a context for this de-
bate I thought to myself what example
could I think of in the recent past
where good politics and bad economics
came together.

And Mr. Speaker before I get to that,
I would like just to tell the House an
example of what I am talking about.
Today’s message from the House Demo-
crat leadership:

GOP makes its choice. Seniors cough
up $900 a year to pay for the wealthy’s
tax cut. House Republicans returned
from the party conference last week
united by a plan to cut Medicare to pay
for the $345 billion tax cut for the
wealthy. Under the pretense they will
be, quote unquote, fixing Medicare. Re-
publicans have identified Medicare cuts
as the cash cow for their tax give away
to the wealthy.
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